EKMARKS 

Status of the Cimms 

Before iiiis Resporuse, claims 1 and 35-39 were present for t-xaminalion. Claims ) 
and 36 are amended. No dmms are canceled, and no ckruus arc added, rhercicre., claims hmd 
?5-3^> are now present for examination. 

Claims 1 and 35-39 siand rejected under 55 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable 
c.iYcr Li.S. Patesii No. 6,483,^)85 i'-Takalia.sbi^") in view of IKS. Paicni 5,456,334 (--Duhauif l, 
and L' S. Pater=i Pub. No. .?004,-0] 725$S f 'Malta. way" ). 

Applicani rcspcctt\.illy requests reconsideration of the application in lighi. of ihe 

remarks below. 

Oaifm I ami - Rt^acled utukr $ifi3 

Claims I and 35-39 stand rejected us bciog obvious over 'iakahashi in view o! 
Dohaull and Matta way. 

.•\ppiicanis submit thai rakahashi, Duhauit, aiKi Mattaw^ay, individually or uhen 
con?bi!icd tail to leach or suggest that "the single fra.rnes, eveyi iflhe :iir!g!e frames an: 
umelecfecL are cordlgrired to be dispiayed in an c.>\er!appiug manner'', as recited by cianns 1 and 
36, ■ ■..-nvoiiasi^ prox idvd s, fise (^ttlec Action a; page b indicates tiial tliat U^e tbss claiuted Scature 
is shown in l-ig. 2 of [)ubau!i. Claims 1 and 36 ha\-c been amended to further clarify this feature 
of the invention. 

.Applicants submit that Fig. 2 of !:)ubault aciualiy [ih.isiraics that the .irarucs are 
overlapped (yfiiy the frame is selected I'or example, Duliault at col. 5. lines 59-61 indicates 
{bat '^vhen selected, image 245 would take the location ofimugt- 24 L while the image 241 
wovikl be slrrunk to thttmbnail size and located where linage 24$ is illustrated.'' lu other words, 
the thumbnail images (242-245) are placed in the comer oi'the screen (not overlapped, see Fig. 2 
below). Then, once one of the thumbnails Is selected it enlarges and moves to position 241, and 
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is at that point overlapped with 243-245. Hdwever. until such a selection is niadc\ the unselecied 

In contras!., cbim K a? amcnJoJ. rtcuc^ that ""the N5ns;k ^5 liuc?. -.^■^f s'.'V^i. 
rrarnci arv unsaleaed. are configured lo Ik' J;-pla\ cJ --n an osoil -.prriji riVauier' iu oibei 
words, ihc frames in clium I overlap in ihc ov cm that a uantc s-jioou.\j or aii;^C!<.•ctea Sacii a 
continui.'us overlapping of fTarnL'S can be -^ccu m i ig i J of li-e u^'tunt appi;vation 



V 



i kvvscvcr.. trs staled above, Duaauil provides tio such CQntifuious uveriap of 
fVa^iies, as ia claims 1 and 36, 
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FIGURE 2 

r unher.fiuxrc, AppiicaTU-s suhmiX that Takahasiiii and Mirdaway j.ail to icsncuy tlie 
shortconiings of Duiiault, Fherciorc, for at least these reasons. Applicants Mibmit ihat the 
cosnbination of Takaiiushi, Dul-uult, and Matiavvas' fails to teach or suggest each nn6 every 
clcmera ui claim 1 . ApplJcanis re-specirully request that this rejeetion be wiilidravvn. 

Clahn.s 35 and 37"39 depead from ciainis i or ^'i. I'iu- a: lea^t tn \ jiae oi lis 
dcpcndcnc;^ on a;? allowable base claim. Applicants submit tiiat ejaur.s anO >"-3V a^t; aKo 
allowable. 
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